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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors should provide scientific rather than logical interpretations of result. Similarly, 
the use of various project reports from similar institution may not be a true picture of the 
scenario. More so, statistical presentation of the results is poorly done and it should be 
seriously reconsidered.  
 
 
 
 

 
I humbly beg pardon from the honoured reviewer. Actually logical 
interpretation is nothing but scientific interpretation. Discussion section added. 
11 more journal articles’ information is added in the discussion section.  
Highlighted in yellow colour. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I have observed that almost 50% of the references were thesis reports. The author(s) 
should expand the literature search beyond this. 
 
 

 
11 more journal articles’ information is added in the discussion section. 
Highlighted in yellow colour. 
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